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Jan 28, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
367 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein.

I have been involved in Radio Control led Aircraft since 1962.
am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from building and
operating Radio Control led Aircraft. I attend many national and
international events a year. I own the latest radio equipment designed
to function within the new FCC regulations. This is a considerable
investment. three (3) complete radio systems valued at over $1800.00.
that could prove to be worihless if the proposed rules change (PR
Docket 92-235) is adopted.

[ build and fly Giant Scale aircraft that range in size from. 8'
to 12'. and weigh trom 18 lbs to 40 plus lbs. They are powered by
gasoline engines commonly used in chainsaws. with a displadement of 2
cubic inches to 7 cubic inches. with 2 to 8 HP. They fly at speeds
from 40mph to 100+ mph.
These proposed rules changes could put property and persons in
jeporady due to interference problems that would be created by the
passage of PR Docket 92-235.

In the past two years I have had to update my radio systems. buy
NEW equipment tat the cost of over $1800.00) due to FCC rules for
Radio Controlled Aircraft inacted in 1991. that was supposed to ensure
sate operation of RC aircraft. Now in less than two years. my NEW
equipment could become obsolete again!

Please help me continue the sate operation and enioyment of my
hobby by not al lowing the FCC to carry out it's proposals for the
72-76 MHz band.
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Date: January 20, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
909 Montgomery, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA. 94133

Dear Senator Feinstein:
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I am interested in the hobby of constructing and operating
radio-controlled model aircraft. I am active in a local club whose
members enjoy this same interest. I personnaly own several radio
systems and many aircraft plus a large inventory of support
equipment. I spend several hundred dollars ea9h year toward this
hobby, dollars that create jobs, jobs that pay Federal and state
Taxes.

The Federal Communications Commision (FCC) is proposing a new
rule, PR Docket 92-235, that if adopted will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of RIC aircraft by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft).

When we operate OUD RIC models, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and spectators and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is reduced as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

I think it isuilwise of the FCC ttl seek to expand the operation
of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-control
modelers. Interference between two channels of communication
results in a missed word or two. Interference with a radio control
channel will destroy a model aircraft (valued from $200 TO $5000)
and potentially create havoc on the ground. This is a sizeable
industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC Actions.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has
a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to stop these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,
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Honorable Dianne Feinstein
357 Dirksen Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20515

SUBJECT: U.S. Navy Directs Hundreds of San Diego Jobs Be Given To
Government Employees Temporarily Sent From Long Beach
Naval Shipyard To Perform Work in San Diego.

REFERENCE: (A) CNO Unclassified Message 302155Z JUN 92.

Dear Senator Feinstein:

SAN DIEGO WORKERS URGENTLY NEED THE HELP OF THEIR REPRESENTATIVES
IN CONGRESS TO SAVE HUNDREDS OF SAN DIEGO JOBS.

Beginning in February, ,San Diego shipyard workers will lose their
jobs because the U.S. Navy has directed (Reference A) subordinate
headquarters in San Diego to assign 5,200 mandays of Phase I and II
decommission work aboard USS RANGER (homeported in San Diego) to
government employees temporarily sent down from Long Beach to work in
San Diego. The Navy's action will mean a loss of jobs for at least 260
San Diego shipyard workers during the month of February alone and will
adversely impact many San Diego subcontractors, suppliers, and vendors.

If not averted now, this terrible situation will get worse. The
Navy is planning to assign, and already may have assigned, another 9,800
mandays of ship repair work aboard USS KITTY HAWK (also homeported in
San Diego) to Long Beach government employees temporarily relocated in
San Diego. This is a major and growing hemorrhage in good paying, blue
collar San Diego shipyard jobs (more than 50 percent of which belong to
minorities).

Work on Navy ships homeported and berthed in San Diego should not
be assigned to workers temporarily imported from outside San Diego. It
is grossly unfair to San Diegans and costs all taxpayers a lot more.
Government workers coming from Long Beach will be paid travel expenses
and per diem (up to $111.00 per day) in addition to regular pay and
benefits which substantially exceed San Diego labor rates.

WE NEED AND REQUEST YOUR IMMEDIATE ASSISTANCE TO REVERSE THE NAVY'S
ACTION AND SAVE SAN DIEGO JOBS. TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE. PLEASE HELP!

Sincerely,

Robert Major.
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Date: January 20, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
909 Montgomery, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA. 94133

Dear Senator Feinstein:
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I am interested in the hobby of constructing and operating
radio-controlled model aircraft. I am active in a local club whose
members enjoy this same interest. I personnaly own several radio
systems and many aircraft plus a large inventory of support
equipment. I spend several hundred dollars ea9h year toward this
hobby, dollars that create jobs, jobs that pay Federal and State
Taxes.

The Federal Communications Commision (FCC) is proposing a new
rule, PR Docket 92-235, that if adopted will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of RIC aircraft by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft).

When we operate our ~/C models, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and spectators and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is reduced as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

I think it is unwise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation
of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-control
modelers. Interference between two channels of communication
results in a missed word or two. Interference with a radio control
channel will destroy a model aircraft (valued from $200 TO $5000)
and potentially create havoc on the ground. This is a sizeable
industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC Actions.

Please help me continue the safe enjoYment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has
a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to stop these proposals f~~~t.

2269 McGalliard Ave
Bishop, CA 93514
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The HoocrabJe DiaDe FeiDItein
United States SeDate
Wuhingtm,DC 20'10

Dear SeDat« Feiostem,

It has been brou8bt to myattmtioD that the FCC has iaIued a Notice ofPropoeed Rule Making PR
Doeb.t 92·23S which will mmtnte a maaiw frequeucy restrucbJa'iDa. 'Ibia "reIt:ruduriDa1 is Idua11y DO

IDCI'e than the iDIertioo. ofDeW llzDobiJel fRqueDciew in between cum:D1 hqueocielI in the 72 and 7S MHz
binds DOW delipated fix'the UIe ofRadio CODtrol1ed can, boats aad airpJaDes. This is extremely
devutatiDs to me in the area ofmy life with respect to my leisure time activities.

My daJ....... 1OO.ad~all fly adio caatrolled model aUp1aDeIfur~ IpCld end abo
in J.oca1, l'f"IkmJ. and oaticml CODteItI. The type ofpIaDes 'oft IDOlIt geoera11y fly areDCIl~ RIC
Gliders 01' Sail Planes. Typically they wei8h S to 6 lbI. with a winppulI1'&II8iD8 fnm 60 to 120 iDches (10
feet).

SiDce tbeee RIC Sail PIaDelt areDCIl~ (DO ooi8e poJluticla,). 'oft are able to fly them from
school athl«ic fieldI. pub aad oCher fields that In! located in the middle ofresidential areas. Our main
CODtem with the added hqueocielI is SAFETY. The cloIe pmximity ofthe DeW iDleR fi:ecpJeDcies to the
embIi-brd RIC hqueocielIaUow. iDtea&rmce ad will pobeb1y~ incrubeI ofour RIC Sail PIaDelt.
puttiDg the residerdiel areal in ...ve dImaer. With the c:ummt tpeciDs ofthe freqnenrift and design of
eqllipmrnt. ourmodel airc:Iaft are quite .ce. 'Ibia will DOt be the cue with mobile 1aDd Iel'Yice UDi1a roaming
arouod the couatIy tno""ittiDs UJ.Y time 01' place cte.ncL UDbtooately. c:rubeI ofaircraft will probably
occur g DO appiIieut numl due to iutafutDCe from tIae mobile 1aDd lenlic:e uaita causing the opaatoI' to
10Ie coatrol. A model of tbillize will c:ertaiD1y iDJtn, 01' mere Ieriously. kill a penoo. if they are bit by a
model streIkiDa UDCUdro11ab1y to the pmd. Damase to oCher Itruct1nI (bouIes. lICbool buildinp,
iDdustria1 bJildinp and &'IJkomnbiles) sbould abo be amsidered.

I c:ummty own 7 tn!W!litterlllld 9 ftlc:eiven tuitabJe g amtmUiDa radio amtml model airt':raft.
All this eqnipneat will become UIIeIeu ifthe DeW hqueocielI are aUowm to operate within the Iqe of
hqueocielI (72 to 76 MHz) DOW designated for the UIe ofRadio CaatroJIed Model AiIaaft..

18m the President ofthe Sileot Winp SoeriDa AIeociatitJa. AMA CbarteI' Club Ii 1216. a club with
!Deft than 70 tDt!IDben. Our club f1yiDs field is the athletic field ofa local juDior high school. As you can
imap it is~ by apatmeD.tI, bouIes and 1isbt iDduatria1 bulletinp. We have a very good
~ DOW and it would be terrible to too.e the Ute ofthe field due to no"pJained c:rubet mot'e than
liIc.eIy ClWIIecl by irdeafe:moce from tbeee MW IImobiJeI tra!W!litten. I am abo a member ofthe Academy of
Model AeroDauticI #llS34. a body ofow:r lSO.000 national members. The Let.gue of Silent Flight ##5166 end
the NatioDal SoeriDg Society #189·3897. 18m alto a member of the American Model Airport Aasociatioo,
AMA CbarteI' Club #1113 that primarily fly poweRd aiIpImes.

Pleue help me end my family oontirme the I&fe eojoymem ofour leisure time activities by DOt
aJ10wiDg the FCC to caDY out its proposals fix' the 72 to 76 MHz band. V~ apinst this puposal when it
ccmesup.
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Gentlemen:

I have been a private pilot and a serious radio-controlled model airplane
hobbyist for over forty years. deriving much pleasure from these aviation
activities.

I am greatly concerned about proposed rules under consideration by the FCC
to create more land-mobile frequencies so close to those assigned for our
use that it would render all of our equipment virtually useless. At the
very least, it would create an extremely expensive and dangerous situation
for the hundreds of thousands of us who enjoy this hobby. These are not
toys as you may be well aware. In my own case, I have over fifteen
thousand dollars invested in radio equipment, engines and model aircraft
which I have constructed over many hundreds of hours. I just completed
one in which I have over two thousand dollars invested. It is appalling
to think that I would be una~le to operate this creation in the same safe
manner I have been afforded in the past by the protection of our allocated
frequencies in the 72-76 MHz band. These frequencies have been assigned
to us by the FCC, many of them in just the last two years.

I have been informed by the radio manufacturers that it would be almost
technically impossible to "narrow-band" our receivers beyond their present
10 KHz spacing to protect them from the more powerful mobile transmitters
broadcasting only 2.5 KHz away from a large number of our frequencies
under the new proposal.

As noted above. I am just one of hundreds of thousands of citizens who
have enjoyed this wonderful hobby over many years who would now find
myself totally disenfranchised by the frequency restructuring under
consideration in behalf of the mobile telephone industry. Surely, there
must be another way to accommodate this commercial enterprise without
rendering useless a most satisfying hobby welve enjoyed with other users
of radio frequencies assigned with your consideration.



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
January 29, 1993
Page Two

Your cooperation in recognizing our long standing interests and continued
protection of the frequencies currently assigned to us will be sincerely
appreciated.

Yours tr1,!ly.

[7 /;/ L. I / '

~~[~...... ~.. i l'~~//R:t~2's!~)
~eorg~. . Gissendaner .
5423 ack Avenue, #4
Pleasanton. CA 94566

FCC IIKVC-2180
Academy of Model Aeronautics
No. 29848

cc: ~~~t:~n~~:~;: ~;::~eFeinstein~K/{ ~>~~~:.,.(.v 0:"':.,' Ja'<- (~J.1 C-f-'~
Washington, D.C. 20510 '--{{~()4f'c.:..:t:ti~_ -£-<,-C<!I.'dud_ /_ :j'{[,d-

The Honorable William Baker 7JAL~~q ~/;,~t(' ':/?"(
United States House of Representatives .
Washington, D.C. 20515 (../

Academy of Model Aeronautics
1810 Samuel Morse Drive
Reston, VA 22090



,-+k ~cN''tble.. Di'tVl.rM.. t:;.tv.!'t~~
iJ93 fEB ,·2 fJill: 54

~lI\¥-cl ;H-cde"5 J'eV! OJ-te-

. W<l.5k,"-tYfvvt I /J,C. .20'510

~ f\."OC€C?~~p-

vuLe::r LJO,-< \ d

o-F

fY'ofo:>d

r:- _c. c,

-f£'1€.5e.

.r GtIM +~ f.re1T~-t D+ C\. loc'l{ Vvt ~c,k,1 AIv'/{"i--..c. c['-<.6
~v VVl /9.e,If'M rr ov-ev 'J..DO 'l.1Q!.'v idloAC\.1s WkD ~I.1JOj C'''''l~'7v'l.A.e-ff\da:-

.,... ~4-ftv!u' Wtock( (?\?o.rl(ct-~ 0 P. -f'k V't'1)-..{.-O c.u'1.-+V'() Ued- SdVi"'"

r LJ~ -tD fV'Oi:es-t- +k
CA.'-1~1I' Co"", r'Td-e.vr:>..~itn.- 6( -+k

-;-5 ;Pf2.. {)C>cl<..e-+ q-; - '1-:J0".

GII'€.c;-Hf ~,<-dv. ce +k w~6F((f(

t<.:r'f,-Irv--f....J ~ IN\od-~1 vL? e- If-
I

t?!Ccrd-e--Vi--t-5 &- ~dMtf. {(q6 d Iff

COu...., ...... C't.-. 't
C/O t&.OJ'~iG-L-t "] u

tco 1M. I· L-d-

e~1-1'~Y

-H..t""t-r c~ VI

UlV\~5'-t-c>.'-ld- ~q+
T'e0t ~-€,-t i- c~

ry ~ ~-eecJ? of'

F: c, L, 'vl.{lo Wi If

~-iD

+ky
~ lMw

V'e Le&t 5' e. C>~

.JJ{~ ,f', r 1 •• 0 ••-t
l

Vt<~JDV YV'{)'FU'-t7
~;f-L,-r .

A{5'[) C.{V\cAe..V"'>i-~) +tte>c.--r w!+k +k. 5j-F i-e V'--! 'y

fJlo...c..e- -tLe5L ~Md=f (~hS.<.q,lv...ort- CA.... !AVlOt-Ul"\.

CC\V\ c...V'DWJ. J\.A1-t 50 i;vI~7 ~qvt-l(.?,t-e5 UlA -{of

BL\C~o+~V"' 6e.~ -tk;r qLL ~C()vv-e- UI:re,le ~s- .

PteoI3'e.. ~elu1 (..{ 5' CO\,1 +1 VlU.e.. ~ 'PV";,/,v -4.-(.....e.. <)0.(',0
I

6-& O-MI' fqJTf~ bl CAcT qLloW l\.ACr ~ f"_ C.C. To

CClilV'( OU-t' 'd'J" f"''\0fOS'ttl~ -f>V' i-k 7'2--- 76 MHz botVlcJ...



7,tj~ IfcJtYC'YA.b# tJl4/Yc":;/~S-K/~/
CJ/Y/i,I.FP 5>717£'S S"#">y/17E

U//f.5:6/h'JKJrY{ ./JG



January 29, 1993
The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Dirksen Building, Room 368
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

. - .... 'i
,,., 1J rUi .? rJIII: 58

I am writing you personally because of my concern over PR Docket
92-235 presently being proposed by the Federal Communications
Commission. As I understand that Docket, if adopted, the new rules
would greatly reduce the usability of radio frequencies presently
assigned for model airplane use, and those rules would certainly
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

I an a retired electrical engineer and have enjoyed this hobby for the
past 10 years. I am also active in our local model aircraft club.
With the adoption of these rules, it poses a serious risk to me if I
continue this hobby.

Technically, it is quite clear that the insertion of new "mobile"
frequencies very close to the presently assigned frequencies, spaced
in very close frequency proximity (2.5 KHz) will cause interference
resulting in model aircraft accidents and liability. Even the best
designed model aircraft control receiver cannot reject adjacent
frequencies at the proposed power levels. Furthermore, their being
mobile, makes it uncertain where they will operate with respect to
model aircraft flying fields.

For the above stated reasons, I strongly urge that you actively
oppose the adoption of PR Docket 92-235.

6'~ £'~~
Elvin E. Herman
1200 Lachman Lane
Pacific Palisades
California 90272
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequenc::ies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Ball's Custom Uplwlstery I //
Sincerely, ef't1/.-'M.71~

4811 Amber Lane ~

~acraznento, £:A. 95841
rekphoM 331.6302 0 ()/d.

otto '7



JOSEPH R. MILLER
2100 Prospect Street

Menlo Park, California 94025
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The Honorable Diane 'Feinstein
United States senate
Washington, D.C 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

27 Januaty 1993

I am an aviation enthusiast who enjoys building and operating radio
controlled model aitplanes. As a teacher, the safe operation and continued growth
of this hobby is vital for bringing young people into the world of aerospace and
aviation.

I am vety concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the' new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequendes currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant Jiabmty for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for the radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will
be left if these new rules are adopted.

When model airplane clubs fly their aircraft, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety ofthe operators and spectators and to protect property. Many of our
precautions involve the careful coordination of our radio frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequendes wm become congested and the margin of safety wi)) be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and might weigh as much as 40 pounds. The models are expensive and time
consuming to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage or serious injuty if the operator loses control of the craft due to radio
interlerence. At busy flying sites or at contests, there are often dozens of aircraft
operating simultaneously. We need our fun complement of radio frequencies in
order to maintain our excellent safety record and presetVe a safe environment for
young people to learn to fly models in.



1do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think that we are as important as business users of mobile radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The entire
hobby industry would be hurt by this short-sighted solution. This hobby provides
thousands of people like myself with enjoyment as weD as advandng the state of
aviation research and education.

The FCC needs to be aware ofthe concerns ofmodelers across the country. The
aitwaves should be available for everyone and not just big business.·

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to cany out its proposals forthe 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,
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Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

The Honorable Diffilne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.e.C. for adoption.

During the last five ye-3.rs we in the Radio CO!1trol Model hobby were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz,

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted/would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive,tllerefore I take every precaution to operate t1lem safely.
TIlere is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by ffilother radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.



--TIle Honorable Diarme Feinsteb:iJ Fr'{
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331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPH.M Pr DOl~lr.et 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

'",.....,,/ r: ~ I
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January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating yay on your recent election. Here's
hJping things will chango for the better in v.lashington. I am writing
to request your assista.nce in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.e.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Model hobby '.'lere
required to replace all our equipment because the F.e.e. deereaE,ed our
frequency spacing [rom 20 r:hz to 10 l<h::. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and nOVI they ",ould all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and vIe spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

TI1is proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make tbe operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. 111e models I fly are large, fast ,and
e:-:pensi ve, therefore I take eVl1ry precaution to operate them safely.
There is no prec<3ution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
r-:l.dio interfert:~nce by "mothel' radio broadcasting perb.aps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz.. away from my radio.

It is for the n~asons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

P/l/2: I 7
January 21,1993

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance iu the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

D!1!- i nq the l-32t fb8 year:" we in thp Radio Contrnl Medel hohby \'.1ere
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 1Z112 to 10 1\hz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz.,

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by ffi10ther radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 1\hz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I l1ave stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial
frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely



Fed,:' ra I Cornrnunica.t i OJ13

LC)i(J M Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Information Copy To:

Honorable Vic Fazio
U. S. House of Representatives
W;3 :311 i ng ton, D. C . 205 15

Honorable Robert T. Matsui
U, S, House of Representatives
Washington, D.C, 20515

Honorable Barbara Boxer
307 Cannon Office Bldg.
Washington, D.C. 20510

Honorable Dianne Feinstein
367 Dirkson Office Bldg.
Wa.:c:f'li ngto n D, C. :~ 0510

Re: FCC PR Docket 92-235

Dear Co~ni3sioners,

I am a sixty five year old retiree who derives a great deal of
plea:.::ure from my hobby of building and flying r:3dio c:ontrulled
n~del aircraft I am active in my local Model Aircraft Club and
I,;:jv(' f)eeninvoived in this activity for many y'?:,3TS,

~ own ;o;everal pjec:es of radio control equipment wrlich, if the
above cited rule changes are allowed to take effect, will become
obsolete. Since this equipment is a little on the expensive side
this would have the effect of putting rne out of the radio control
hobby activities that I now enjoy.

The 419 page document addresses frequency use in another service
(Par't 8B) but it will also affect Part 95 where our Radio Control
frequencies now reside. The restructuring would insert two new
frequencies between the ones curr'ently set aside for modeling use
and cornmerc: i a 1 users. Thi s means that there cou 1d be
t ransnli t tel's with almost four--t imes the power of our :::;mall
t'3di.o:3, operating only 2. 5khz away from a large number cf our 72
and 7'5 Mhz frequencies. In the 72 Mhz bane], trdrty-onc (Jf our
pu:'sent frequencies would be affected at the lower end of the
band lJelow our channel #42. A similar situation would exL::t in
the 75 Mhz band.

Not only art' these frequencies close to our-s trl!:'y an" :]]::::0

c!e::·:i.gnat,xJ a:3 "Mobile", which means we would have nu way of
i',ncwing where they were operating inc:luc3ing right in ,)ur pit
p:Jr!<i.ng ::Jre:=j eH' c~riving down ,eHl aetia,::ent street to our f,ying
<:3ite. Ackhti,onaJly, the pr'Or)o::;ed tf:.'c~hnical spcclfic;:Jtion::: f"or'



ti'IL;:; new E'quiprnent ;Jll:)ws for;] legal ;n.:'qu(c'nr-·y tulerar;:'(' WillC;i

cnuicl plElce their ::dgnaJ right on top of oue;::;·

It L'j tny consi.den:?cJ opinion that these pcupu:::;eci change::;3TC' (lot
c)nly unfair tel the thou:3sncls of model hobbyist around the tldtLon.
they present a clear ('la.nger to the safe ':::Ol1ciu,:::t of one cd' t ,,"
fastest groWi!lg l-)obbies in OLlr COLlrltry. Some of our ail-craft
weigh ;Cl::3 llJuc:h 8:3 40-pound:3 a.nd tn:we, at IJigh ;:;peer)::;. Ttit-':' arnou1
of cLlrnage that could be caused by the 10;=;::; of contro] arlO

11I:;;,;c-'1uent ':::rash c.lf one of the aircraft 1:3 :30nl<':'thi.ng I WIJuld
t' ,'] t 1- If:' r- no t t h i n~: abc: u t .

I am ;,::ure the FCC does not feel that we are d::; importarlt ,3:3 user::;
of business radios but to seel<, to improve the cIperdting
conditions of land mobile radios at the expense of radio
':ontrol lee:! modelers is not one of best icJe;3s to come out or the
FCC in eecent years.

F'le,'.l:::;e hf'lp tne to continue the s;3fe enjoyment of my only IlctJCJy by
not carrying out your proposals for tf-Ie 72 76 Mh:c:: b;Jnci.

Tha.rlk.ing you. in advance for your' attentjon ;Jnd c(ln,::;i.de!';:,rticn In
t }··i. .l.~; rna.t t e r ~ IreJnai ll~

Very Sincerely Yours,

~~
EC1Wi. n L. Srni t h
5464 Edgerly Way
(;Jrrnichael, Ca. 9560E3



J anu~.r '( 28, 1993
Dear Senator Dianne Feinstein:

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes
and I have been interested in aviatlon for as long as I
COLlI d remember.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
wil~ greatly reduce the u.sa~i~ity of frequeq9~~Fefe-"~yM:¥;.sP1<lfor model use and increase the risk of
aCCIdents and attendant lIabIlIty for controllIng model alrpl~h~. /j

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~£?~~.



, ,', l F, '-P........... ' .... rL,..f
The Honorable Ms. Finestein'
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Maam:

....,
,- I PH f2: 19

January, 28, 1993

It has been brought to my attention that a notice of Proposed
Rule Making "NPRM - PR DOCKET 92-235". Part 95 of this document
does concern me. Implementation of this document would have a
profound effect on our model frequency use. Why is it that as a
world wide sport and family sport that persons out there do not
know how devastating that this would be. Some of our models weigh
up to 50 lbs, even the smaller ones are fast and while in the air
are controlled by a trahsmitter that puts out under one watt.
Putting other frequency that close as of only 2.5 kHz away would be
a very big problem as the other frequency with its much more power
could make any of these planes lose control and a big problem as of
hitting some spectator.

As a modeler of many years and teaching youngsters I think
this proposal would be a big mistake as we already have pagers in
between the frequency we are using now. Not to mention all the
equipment bought by all types of modelers young and old alike.
What are we suppose to do? It seems like if you have enough money
you can do anything. I The model industry are the middle class
people and do not have that much money to lobby in Washington as
others do. I do think these other parties could find, if not
already have, enough frequency to use and not jump on the little
guy. I hope this letter gets read by some one and gets my point
across.

I thank you for listening to me and please don't let this
hobby die.

Ca. 91605



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington DC 20510 I~F,I~ F'B

-_" l. .!

Dear Senator Feinstein,

? Pil12: 21

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with i: new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and :.., ,lrface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RiC enthusiasts. 'The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of ';;) channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RiC aircraft) and 10 of the {O frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

IWhen we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and th~ protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby orovides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peopl~ like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after Which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,
Cll"\ 12: 2 \. rz ~ t

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-.76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RiC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate oUT models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased. "

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
united states Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein, iIi] iTB ~

I am very concerned about~~ePrbf~~~gsed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frer.n'encies that we
have been able to share the band without interfere.lce.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and s~rface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RiC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

IWhen we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. I f the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

Sincerely,

L~
v2/'~ Y'9' 4"cccl- « 6'~
;f/cJU1/~ /t.-/1 c4 7'?Jc/



January 27, 1993
.. ~ HI \2:~ C. Grove

7162 Estepa Dr.
Tujunga, Calif 91042

The Honorable Mrs. Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Sirs:

I am a retired aerospace engineer having held positions of senior
propulsion R&D engineer and department manager of aircraft
systems design. At age 13 during WW2 I was supposedly the
youngest holder of the third class restricted commercial
broadcast license (KFBC,Wyo.). I held the 7th citizens band
license issued for Wyo. My primary hobby since 1939 has been
model airplanes. I feel my background should lend some
creditability to these remarks concerning PR Docket 92-235:

In the past few years radio control frequencies available to
model airplane use have been expanded due to the great demand and
need. Many of us hobbyists have swallowed big $ losses when the
latest, tighter, frequency tolerances required,in most cases,
purchase of new equipment. We accepted this as progressive in
that it made the hobby accessible to more people at a given site
and time while also significantly increasing the level of safety
to those in the vicinity.

I have been advised by the Academy of Model Aeronautics that, if
adopted, PR Docket 92-235 will reduce the usability of the
frequencies



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United states Senate
Washington DC 20510 n v\\ \'2.: '2.3

"fI /l t~ P.. ' ,/
• •\'jJ,.) .~ l/

Dear Senator Felnsteln,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequenci~u:: arQ in eho 7::l 7C Hh.. ~~ •• ..;..

This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al
lows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

I
When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure

the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peopl~ like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.


